From: TERESA NAKAMA [mailto:teresamlee.51@gmail.com]

Sent: Sunday, July 01, 2012 7:27 PM 25_ o
To: Mayor Peter Carlisle; Martin, Ernie; Kobayashi, Ann; Anderson, Ikaika; Office of N oo
Councilmember Stanley Chang; Gabbard, Tulsi; Cachola, Romy; Harimoto, Breene; Garcia, Nes& o o)
Cc: TERESA NAKAMA = 5m
Subject: Resolution 12-143-Opposition ~N :t;()cn'%
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Aloha mai e Representatives of We The People Of Hawai'i Nei, = rc_:g';gg
o >
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=
A «

Ka la mai for the previous e-mail that was sent-incomplete.

I hit the wrong key and it sent it before I was finished with our response to
the e-mail from Andy Anderson-see his response to me at the bottom of my
context of this e-mail. Mr. Andy Anderson, you have failed to see we the
people and you see only what you want us to see.

—————————— Forwarded message ----------

From: TERESA NAKAMA <teresamlee.5 1 (@gmail.com>

Date: Sun, Jul 1, 2012 at 6:48 PM

Subject: Opposition

To: Mavor(@honolulu.gov, emartint@honolulu.gov, akobavashi@honolulu.gov,
ianderson(@honolulu.gov, ccldistrict4(@honolulu.gov, teabbard@honolulu.cov,
rcachola@honolulu.gov, bharimoto@honolulu.gov, ngarcia@honolulu.gov,
Cc: TERESA NAKAMA <teresamlee.51@gmail.com>

I recently sent our opposition to Resolution 12-143 and I'm having to further explain our
position. It is not that we were miss informed, it is about keeping public lands and open

space for generations.

We ask you to oppose Resolution 12-143, it is vital for our human conscience
and emotional well being to have open, recreational space. Do not sell out to more
concrete that will add more pollution so close to our shores and beaches.

The Park is widely used (through the years) by Kamehameha Schools students
and families for access to Loko Ea Fishpond and the Park also serves as an important
parking and relaxation area for canoe paddlers, standup paddlers, and other beach users.

My son attends Kamehameha High School and worked as a volunteer Loko Ea
Fishpond. This Fishpond used in the summer by youth programs of Kamehameha
Schools and during regular school students of Kamehameha and it is still a use. My son
remembered the pond when he first went there during the summer programs over these
past years and he recently did an outreach program at Loko Ea Fishpond while attending
Kamehameha High School Kapalama Campus. Yes it is private property, but it is one of
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educational and an existing pond of the past to education the present and for the future of
our youth and generations to come. To this we comment on it's widely use of the ponds
by the students and summer program sponsored by Kamehameha Schools. Do not
confuse my statements with semantics.

Public park land should not be for sale. Recently approved community plans
designate Haleiwa Beach Park Mauka and the North Shore as important recreational
resources for the people of Oahu. Please give the community a chance to continue to
partner with the City on the stewardship of this 3.4 acre coastal park before taking the
drastic action of closing it and selling it.

The very idea of selling any public lands for private development is not
pono. Public lands must be held in trust for the community and the public at large. The
City and County of Honolulu also represent and must be committed to we the people of
this aina that states that public lands are just-NOT FOR SALE!

The Island of Oahu, land wise is not growing in size, but the population is, and for
generations to come the population will only grow and more public lands will be
necessary for open space near the coastal lands. True the Honolulu County may not have
the immediate funds to clear and improve this vacant parcel, but it can utilize the
communities and their organization to plan monthly clean up of the area. The volunteers
can assist in making this vacant parcel useful for the entire community at large as a
recreational, relaxing, and useful park for the entire population of Islanders and visitors.

We understand that the business in the area know that the visitor industries pour
thousands of dollars into our economy, that's how private business benefit. This is great
for the private business industry, but businesses that needs bigger areas should not be
taking public lands, for it is not the only answer to impact their ability to make more
money.

You are asking, we the people of this land to give up our public open land, especially
when they propose to take public lands that should benefit open space and recreation for
the local population and for future generations to come. Is this the way business
works, they want to build on public land and if you give them an inch they will
eventually take a mile and more and then no more open land for recreational use, it will
be all business. Is that they way it works?



We may live on Moku Nui, but we do have Ohana and friends that we often visit
Haleiwa and enjoy the open area and beaches. Keep Haleiwa Beach Park Mauka and
North Shore as recreational resources for all people of Hawaii Nel

Do not let our public lands go private and awe; we no more open space and
recreational area for our future generation.

Teresa L. Nakama
Big Island Fisheries Alliance

Recreational Chairperson

Ms Nakama,
Good morning,

| am sitting here rcading your testimony to Councilwoman Ann Kobagas]’vi’s Budgct
(C ommittee.

There is an awful lot on confusion and (miss) mis-information out there as to the
Proposcd sale of the [Hale'iwa chional Park remnant Parcels and how it mig]'wt imPact

the communitg.

Qucstions, c}va”cngcs and concerns like yours are threaded thru (through) out many
submittals in oPPosition to the Council,

[f] understand your suggcstion/opposition?

As an cxampic, you say (5ou said)

“the Park is widclg used bg K amehameha Sc!ﬂools students and families to
access | oko’ea [Fish Pond, you go to say,



the Fark also serves as an important Parl(ing and relaxation area for canoe

Pacldlcrs el

WC WOUId I"CSPOﬂd as SUC}‘I;

The Park is NOT widcly used by KSas you describe to access the | oko'ea
FFish Pond. K S brings on]y one bus once a month for ONLY four hours bringing
KS kids to work on the Pond. Not widclg used, and no families. |n addition, the Public
is not invited to the Pond and PRIVATE.PROPERTY NO TRESSFASSING signs surround
the Pond. TrcsPass and you go tojai], thus not rca”y forthe Public to crjoy.

We are Fu”g suPPortivc of the Pond restoration and agrccd witha KS rcPrcscntativc
18 mos. ago when askcd, that should we be successful thcg were guarantccd full
access for their program in restoring the fish Ponc]. T his should be a rcsPonsibility for

a” O‘F us bOFﬂ }'ICI‘C.

Would ask that you review the attachment (Park l”us’cration)xcgi; Onlg a small part
of the entire 34 remnant Parccls are bcing used todag as you describe. You will see
that we were sensitive to 5our/otl1<:rs concerns. Note the Prcscrvation of the canoes
on “our side” of the land é_f_‘!_(_:l_ the new additional Parking to rcplacc lost spots now

bcing used.

T hese 34 acres have been sitting fallowed for now over42 years. The Citg has not
over this time chose to sPcncl any dollars on it due to its remnant condition, and the

Prcscnt administration has also taken the identical Position to not sPcnd a dime on it.

lf then we can get the ]argcr Portion oPcnccl forrecreation and our Piccc {:orjobs and

taxes what is wrong with this?

| have attached an imagine of the hotel we are trying to bring back to
Halc’iwa ..................... don't think you are accurate when you say, don't sell out to more

concrete. T}'lis old 1 899 gal has very little concrete in her.
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]n our Proposal we offered to bug all the remnant Parcc]s as the Citq rcquircd us to,
to get the “one only” Parccl we need. | hat said, as we did not want and/or need the
other Parccls we Proposcd to givc/convc3 all the other Parccls free and clear to

acommunity non~Pro1Cit cntitg 50 thcg can manage and oPcratc a ’Pn’vatc~communfiy

owncdpué/icpané”gor the community.

T his would allow the community to crjog a community owned Par]( and not have it

under the City Rules and chulations.

Forinstance, the Farmers Market is an i”cgal oPcration ina Citg Park, E)( lT would

not be undera community owned Private Park. A local kid, could get married in the

Par‘(, erecting a tent and serving beeretc. somcthing thcg car’tdoina City owned

k Park. Wc could encourage local artists much like thcg do at the Kapiolam’ Fence come
here and clisplay their art work at the community Park. The community could crjoy a
lot of benefits in a community owned Park, thcg nevercanina Citg owned FPark.

Am also at’caching our testimony Forgour rcading as we offered to the community and

ourillustrated conccpt of the entire area finished out.

Would aPPrcciatc your rcplg and thots. (thouglﬁts)

charc]s,

k"‘mixj

D. G. "ANDY” ANDERSON
HONOLULU, TIAWAII

PII. 08 735-1304



